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OPTIONAL DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE (DNS) NOTICE MATERIALS

The attached materials are being sent to you pursuant to the requirements for the Optional DNS
Process (WAC 197-11-355). A DNS on the attached proposal is likely. This may be the only
opportunity to comment on environmental impacts of the proposal. Mitigation measures from
standard codes will apply. Project review may require mitigation regardless of whether an EIS is
prepared. A copy of the subsequent threshold determination for this proposal may be obtained upon
request.

File No. 21-109965-LO

Project Name/Address: Bellevue Base NGW Project

Planner: prew Folsom 425-452-4441
dfolsom@bellevuewa.gove

Minimum Comment Period: August 5, 2021
Materials included in this Notice:

@ Blue Bulletin

(@] Checklist

[T Vicinity Map

@ Plans

@1 Other: Geotechnical Report, Critical Areas Report

OTHERS TO RECEIVE THIS DOCUMENT:
State Department of Fish and Wildlife
State Department of Ecology, Shoreline Planner N.W. Region
Army Corps of Engineers
Attorney General
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe




SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Purpose of checklist:

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your
proposal are significant. This information is also helpful to determine if available avoidance, minimization
or compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable significant impacts or if an environmental
impact statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal.

Instructions for applicants:

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Please
answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. You may need to consult
with an agency specialist or private consultant for some questions. You may use “not applicable” or "does
not apply" only when you can explain why it does not apply and not when the answer is unknown. You
may also attach or incorporate by reference additional studies reports. Complete and accurate answers to
these questions often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decision-making
process.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of
time or on different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal
or its environmental effects. The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your
answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant
adverse impact.

Instructions for Lead Agencies:

Please adjust the format of this template as needed. Additional information may be necessary to evaluate
the existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of adverse impacts. The
checklist is considered the first but not necessarily the only source of information needed to make an
adequate threshold determination. Once a threshold determination is made, the lead agency is
responsible for the completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents.

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals:

For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable
parts of sections A and B plus the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (part D). Please
completely answer all questions that apply and note that the words "project," "applicant," and "property or
site" should be read as "proposal," "proponent," and "affected geographic area," respectively. The lead
agency may exclude (for non-projects) questions in Part B - Environmental Elements —that do not
contribute meaningfully to the analysis of the proposal.

A. Background [HELP]

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: King County Metro Bellevue Base Next
Generation Wireless (NGW) Project

2. Name of applicant: King County Metro Transit (Metro)
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3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: Lawrence Chung,
Metro Transit
Environmental Planner
Phone (206) 263-5504
lachung@kingcounty.gov
201 South Jackson St.,
MS KSC-TR-0431

Seattle, WA 98104-3856
4. Date checklist prepared: 05/10/2021

5. Agency requesting checklist: City of Bellevue
6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable):
The anticipated construction commencement date for this project is August 2021.

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or
connected with this proposal? If yes, explain.

The project is related to the King County Metro Bellevue Base Yard Lighting Replacement
Project. The conduits constructed by this project will be shared and used by the Bellevue Base
Yard Lighting Replacement Project. A separate SEPA Checklist will be submitted to assess the
environmental impacts of the Bellevue Base Yard Lighting Replacement Project.

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be
prepared, directly related to this proposal.

» Critical Areas Report

» Geotechnical Report — for the related Bellevue Base Yard Lighting Replacement
Project

* Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) Facility/Site Index

9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other
proposals directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain.

In addition to the current project, there are three applications that are being prepared and will be
submitted for governmental approval in or near Bellevue Base in the future: 1) TDC NRV
Battery Infrastructure Project at Bellevue Base by Metro, 2) Bellevue Base Yard Lighting
Replacement Project by Metro, and 3) 124th Avenue NE Corridor Project by City of Bellevue.

TDC NRV Battery Infrastructure Project at Bellevue Base by Metro

The scope of work for this project includes installation of three pedestal-type electrical vehicle chargers
for Metro’s non-revenue vehicles on the west side of the Operations and Maintenance Building. Metro
is currently working with Puget Sound Energy to reach a service agreement. In addition to electrical

charger installation, other minor work may include adding wheel stops, bollards, and restriping
spaces, etc.

Bellevue Base Yard Lighting Replacement Project by Metro
The project is needed to enhance worker safety and must comply with Washington State
Department of Labor and Industries (L&l) light level requirements because the current lighting

parking
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is out of date with current standards. Project construction and operation would occur within the
367,180-square-foot area of Bellevue Base, including the bus base portion of Bellevue Base
and the employee parking lot to the east. The project would replace all existing floodlight
brackets, fixtures, and conductors back to the light control panel. Floodlight concrete poles
would be maintained, and all building light fixtures would be replaced. The project would
involve installing six new 60-foot-high steel floodlight poles at the project site. Four poles with
two light fixtures would be installed along the western and southern perimeters of the bus
yard, and one pole also with two light fixtures would be installed outside the west entrance of
the Operations and Maintenance Building. One pole with three light fixtures would be installed
in the northwest corner of the Wash Building. In total, the project would replace or install 64
light fixtures on 46 poles or building-mounted brackets throughout the project site.

124th Avenue NE Corridor Project by City of Bellevue
This project is initiated by City of Bellevue (the city); Metro is reviewing the scope of work and is in
negotiations with the city. The scope of work that Metro is aware of is stated in the following paragraphs:

The 124" Ave NE Corridor Project will regrade (steepen) Bellevue Base’s driveway at 124" Ave NE
approximately 135’ in length x 36’ maximum in width (width varies). The city will modify portions of
Bellevue Base’s storm drainage facilities. The existing landscape abutting the driveway will be removed
and replaced. The existing light poles (1 at Bellevue Base) and 2 at East Base will be impacted and
replaced by the city.

The city plans to close Bellevue Base’s driveway onto 124t Ave NE for approximately 3 months and
detour the buses to 127" Ave NE. The city plans to install a temporary traffic signal at Northup Way and
127" Ave NE to help alleviate traffic impacts and bus detour delays.

Additionally the adjacent property owner is planning to redevelop the property north of Bellevue Base
for multifamily residences (two (2) fifty-unit condo buildings and 34 townhome units, and associated
utilities and circulation roads) at parcel 2825059297, address 1733 127" Ave NE, City of Bellevue Pre-
Development application number: 20 103752 DC. The city requires road improvements to 127t Ave NE
for this development. Metro is one of five adjacent property owners that owns this private road. The
city’s zoning plan also shows a future greenway road, with half of which located on the northeast half of
Bellevue Base and the other half of the road located on the neighbor planning the multifamily
development. Metro has not been provided any updated proposed plans from the neighbor since pre-
development concept plans were shared with Metro in the summer of 2020. Adjacent property
redevelopment and city’s +/-3 month driveway closure and detour to 127th Ave NE will impact traffic
and bus operations.

10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if
known.

» City of Bellevue critical areas land use permit
» City of Bellevue clearing and grading permit
» City of Bellevue electrical permit

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and
the size of the project and site. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask
you to describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those
answers on this page. (Lead agencies may modify this form to include additional specific
information on project description.)

The goal of this project is to upgrade the current 4.9 GHz wireless network to a 5 GHz wireless network
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using new Cisco wireless access points (WAPs) mounted on light poles or exterior building walls. This
upgrade would allow and improve communication between bus and operations office computer systems
for data integration. Project construction and operation would occur within the 367,180-square-foot area
of Bellevue Base, in the bus yard portion of Bellevue Base (project site).

Twelve new Cisco WAPs would be installed throughout Bellevue Base: four mounted on floodlight
poles along the western boundary, six on the exterior of the Operations and Maintenance Building, and
two on the western corners of the Fuel Building.

New conduit, conduit supports, and junction boxes would be installed to route power to the WAPs
mounted on floodlight poles. Conduit installation of two 2-inch schedule 80 high-density polyethylene
(HDPE) communication and two 2-inch schedule 80 HDPE power would be installed at a minimum of
24 to 36 inches below grade. Existing conduits, running from the Operations and Maintenance Building
to a southwest vault, would be utilized to avoid trenching or boring beneath the bus yard parking area.
Directional boring along the western boundary would be utilized to minimize ground disturbance by
installing up to four soil pits during construction. Twelve Type 1 inground metal junction boxes, with
dimensions 22 inches long by 17 inches wide by 12 inches deep, would be installed along the western
boundary. Four new aboveground cast metal junction boxes would be attached to conduit supports and
an existing light pole, where AP8 would also be attached, at the southwest corner of Bellevue Base. All
junction boxes would be paired: one to be used for communication and the other for electrical power.
Eleven new conduit supports, with dimensions 6 inches long by 12 inches wide by 6 inches deep,
would be installed to accommodate and connect conduits to the 4 new aboveground junction boxes.
Most ground disturbance areas would be within 5 feet of the perimeter curb.

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the
precise location of your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section,
township, and range, if known. If a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide
the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map,
and topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any plans
required by the agency, you are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans
submitted with any permit applications related to this checklist.

Street address: 1790 124TH AVE NE, Bellevue, WA 98005
King County property parcel number: 2825059295

Legal description: POR PARCEL '1' REV CITY OF BELLEVUE SP #77-81 REC #7912319005
DESC AS FOLLOWS BEG AT CENTER OF STR 28-25-05 TH S 88-22-07 E 30 FT M/L TO
NXN WITH E MGN OF 124TH AVE NE & W MGN OF PARCEL 3 OF SP NO 77-81 REVISED
AF #7912319005 - TH N 00-42-15 E 813.76 FT M/L TO NW COR OF SD PARCEL '"1'TH S
88-23-06 E ALG N MGN OF SD PARCEL '1'626.88 FT M/L TO A COR OF SD PARCEL '1'
TH S 00-47-17 W60 FT TO TPOB TH N 88-23-06 W 467 FT PLW N MGN OF SD PARCEL
"1'"TH S 30-04-42 E 689.72 FT TH S 88-22-37 E 439 FT M/L TO NXN WITH E MGN OF SD
PARCEL "1' TH N 00-52-25 E 489 FT M/L ALG SD E MGN TO A CORNER OF PARCEL '1'
SD BEARING BEING IDENTICAL WITH N 00-52-19 E AS SHOWN ON E MGN OF PARCEL
"1' OF SP 77-81 REVISED TH N 88-22-37 W 326.62 FT M/L TO A CORNER OF SD PARCEL
1" TH N 00-47-20 E 97.93 FT M/L TO TPOB TGW N 60 FT OF SD PARCEL '1' SD SP DAF -
PARCEL 1,2,3 & 4 OF SP 77-81 REC #7712130634 SD SP DAF - W 330 FT OF SW 1/4 OF
NE 1/4 OF STR 28-25-05 LESS N 132 FT THOF LESS W 30 FT THOF FOR ST TGW POR
OF W 1/2 OF W 1/2 OF NE 1/4 OF SD SEC 28 LY SLY OF CO RD #833 LESS W 330 FT
THOF LESS ANY POR FOR SR #520 TGW POR OF E 1/2 OF W 1/2 OF NE 1/4 OF SD SEC
28 LY SLY OF CO RD #833 LESS E 330 FT THOF LESS ANY POR FOR SR #520 TGW
POR OF NW 1/4 OF SE 1/4 OF SD SEC 28 LY NOF ALN PLT & 394.4 FT SLY FRN LN
THOF LESS S 300 FT THOF LESS E 300 FT THOF LESS W 30 FT FOR ST
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PLat Block:
Plat Lot:

B. Environmental Elements [HELP]

a. Earth [help]

a. General description of the site:

(circle one)olling, hilly,(steep slopes, mpountainous, other

The project site generally slopes from northeast to southwest with an approximate 4% slope.
The site is generally flat, with the exception of the southwestern and southern portion of the site,
where the site borders the West Tributary to Kelsey Creek (West Tributary) and has the
steepest slope of approximately 40%.

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?
40% is the steepest slope within the project site.

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
muck)? If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any
agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the proposal
results in removing any of these soils.

The project site has two mapped soil units (Figure 3). Soil Unit Sk, Seattle Muck, is mapped in the
northwest portion of the project site. This soil is found in depressions and formed from grassy organic
material. It is frequently flooded, poorly drained, and considered hydric. The remainder of the project
site is mapped as EvC, Everett very gravelly sandy loam, 8 to 15% slopes. This soil is formed from
sandy or gravelly glacial outwash and is typically located along foot of slopes or shoulders. It is not
flooded and is excessively drained; it is not considered hydric.

According to the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation
Service, Seattle Muck is rated as prime farmland if drained. Everett very gravelly sandy loam, 8 to 15%
slopes is rated as farmland of statewide importance. However, the project site is in a highly developed
urban area and is not within any Farmland Preservation Properties or Agricultural Production Districts
per the King County Farmland Preservation Program Protected Farmland Map. Therefore, the project
site should not have any agricultural land of long-term commercial significance.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If
so, describe.

Per the 2020 Critical Area Evaluation and Geotechnical Recommendations Yard Lighting
Replacement for King County Metro Bellevue Base memo by the Riley Group (2020), the
western portion of Bellevue Base was likely a fill slope which appeared to be stable with no
signs of “previous settlement or failure.” In addition, according to the site visit conducted in
2020, Metro’s consultant observed steep slopes near the project site, but did not see any
surface indications or history of unstable soils within the immediate vicinity of the project site.

e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected
area of any filling, excavation, and grading proposed. Indicate source of fill.

Trenching/directional boring for conduit replacement/installation, and junction box and conduit
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support installation would be the main activities requiring soil disturbance. At a minimum,
approximately 161.5 square feet of ground surface area and approximately 656.75 cubic feet of
soil/ground materials would be disturbed to install new conduits, conduit supports, and junction
boxes. This total would include excavation for 1) four entry and exit soil pits for directional boring,
measuring approximately 6 feet long by 3 feet wide by 3 feet deep; 2) directional boring, between
24 and 36 inches below grade, along the western boundary; 3) one trench, measuring
approximately 54 feet long by 8 inches wide by 24 inches deep, running from the southwest vault to
the nearest Type 1 junction boxes to the northwest, and to an exit boring pit to the southeast. This
trenching would be completed on top of the planned directional boring; 4) four trenches, measuring
5 feet long by 0.8 foot wide by 2 feet deep, running from Type 1 junction boxes to two light pole
foundations (light pole supporting AP10 and AP11 and light pole supporting AP9); 5) twelve Type 1
junction boxes, measuring 22 inches long by 17 inches wide by 12 inches deep; 6) eleven conduit
supports, measuring 6 inches long by 12 inches wide by 6 inches deep. Four new aboveground
cast metal junction boxes would be attached to the new conduit supports and an existing light pole,
where AP8 would also be attached, at the southwest corner of Bellevue Base. Existing grade that is
disturbed to install conduits, conduit supports, and junction boxes would be restored to match pre-
disturbance conditions. Excavated soils, if suitable, would be used to backfill excavations after
conduit installation. (Figure 8, Figure 9)

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally
describe.

During construction, clearing, grading, excavating, soil stockpiling, and other construction activities
could temporarily reduce soil stability, resulting in erosion. Chance of significant erosion risk is low
because clearing will be limited and best management practices to control erosion will be
employed.

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project
construction (for example, asphalt or buildings).

About 90% of the site is currently covered with impervious surfaces. Wireless Access Points
(WAPs) are mounted on existing light poles and buildings and would not create new impervious
surfaces. Four new aboveground cast metal junction boxes would be attached to the new conduit
supports and an existing light pole, where AP8 would also be attached, at the southwest corner of
Bellevue Base, and would not increase impervious surface by touching the ground. Twelve new
Type 1 metal junction boxes, with dimensions 22 inches long by 17 inches wide by 12 inches deep
buried flush with the ground surface, and 11 new conduit supports, with dimensions 6 inches long
by 12 inches wide by 6 inches deep, would replace bare ground or weedy species, such as
Himalayan blackberry, English ivy, or St. John’s wort. This would increase the hard surfaces within
the project site by 37.5 square feet or 0.01% of the total project site. (Figure 9) This increased
impervious surface is minimal in comparison to the remainder of the project site, as well as when
compared to the surrounding area, which is highly developed. (Appendix A)

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any:

A project specific Temporary Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan (TESC) will be prepared. Best
Management Practices (BMPs) identified in the TESC will be followed to control the risk of erosion.
In addition, existing vegetative ground cover will be preserved to the extent practicable. These
measures would reduce or control erosion and subsequent sedimentation that might otherwise
occur during ground disturbing activities.
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2. Air [help]

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction,
operation, and maintenance when the project is completed? If any, generally describe
and give approximate quantities if known.

Emissions from construction vehicles and equipment may temporarily affect local air quality during
construction of the project. The emission quantities have not been estimated; however, they are not
expected to exceed local emissions standards.

Fugitive dust emissions may also occur as a result of clearing, excavating, and other construction
activities. Potential for fugitive dust would be higher during dry, warm weather conditions when wind
and construction equipment create more dust.

Upon completion of project construction, there would be no project-related air emissions. Vehicular
emissions would not increase during the operation of the project. Emissions from maintenance
activities are not expected to exceed local emissions standards.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If
so, generally describe.

No off-site sources of emissions or odors are anticipated to affect the project proposal.
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

Air quality impacts would be temporary and limited to the period of construction. Construction crews
would be required to implement measures to minimize impacts on air quality, including (but not
limited to):

* Covering loads of excavated materials

+ Cleaning vehicles and equipment prior to leaving the construction area
* Installing and maintaining construction area entrances and exits

* Removing soil deposited on public lands

* Performing proper vehicle maintenance

3. Water [help]
a. Surface Water: [help]

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site
(including year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If
yes, describe type and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or river it
flows into.

Yes. The West Tributary to Kelsey Creek (West Tributary) is a perennial stream that runs adjacent
to the western and southern extent of the project site. In addition to the creek, two wetlands were
identified immediately adjacent to the northern, western, and southern extent of the project site
during the critical area investigation (Figure 4).

The West Tributary has been identified as a class F stream or fish bearing stream by the City of
Bellevue and King County. A hydrologically connected, seasonally flooded freshwater scrub-shrub
wetland and permanently flooded aquatic bed pond were identified and labelled as BB1 in the study
area adjacent to the western and southern extent of the project site. BB1 is a Category Il wetland
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with a habitat score of 6. A roadside swale immediately north of Bellevue Base was identified as a
seasonally flooded freshwater broad-leafed deciduous forest wetland in the study area. The swale
was labelled as BB2 and is a Category IV wetland with a habitat score of 4. The project site lies
within the Kelsey Creek Basin, Lake Washington Watershed (WRIA 8), State Stream #08-0259.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the
described waters? If yes, please describe and attach available plans.

Yes. Five out of twelve Wireless Access Points (WAPSs) are within a critical area buffer or structural
setback for the West Tributary and/or wetland. The trenching/directional boring on the western
boundary of the parcel is within a critical area buffer or structural setback for the West Tributary
and/or wetland. The project is designed to avoid any work below the OHWM of the West Tributary
and outside the wetland boundary. Most of the project site is located within 200 feet of the West
Tributary and/or wetland. No in-water work is needed to execute the project.

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed
from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be
affected. Indicate the source of fill material.

No amount of fill, dredge, or discharge material would be placed in or removed from surface water,
wetlands, or waterways. Directional boring would require water, which would come from the
buildings on site, and all slurry material as a result of directional boring would be collected,
contained in a closed vessel and disposed of at a permitted off-site location.—The project footprint
would remain above the OHWM of the West Tributary and outside the wetland boundary.

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

No, the project would not require any surface water withdrawals or diversions. Directional boring
would require water, but the water would come from the buildings on site.

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site
plan.

No, the project site is outside of the 100-year floodplain based on the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (1995) Flood Insurance Rate Map for King County Washington Incorporated
Areas.

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If
so, describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge.

The project would not discharge any waste materials to surface waters.

b. Ground Water: [help]

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? If
so, give a general description of the well, proposed uses and approximate
quantities withdrawn from the well. Will water be discharged to groundwater? Give
general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.
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The project would not withdraw groundwater from a well for drinking water or other purposes. The
project would not discharge water to groundwater.

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks
or other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the
following chemicals. . . ; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system,
the number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or
the number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.

The project would not discharge waste material into the ground from septic tanks or other sources.

c. Water runoff (including stormwater):

1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow?
Will this water flow into other waters? If so, describe.

Runoff, including stormwater, would continue to be collected via storm drains onsite. During
construction, any encountered groundwater or stormwater would be collected, pumped to a 55-
gallon (mininum) drum and allowed for the particulates to settle out prior to discharge into the
existing storm conveyance system. No additional stormwater treatment facilities are proposed.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.

During the site visit, Metro’s consultant observed that groundwater was present 8” below
ground surface at an elevation of 135 feet above sea level in the northern portion of
Wetland BB1 complex at sampling point Bb-4 (Figure 4). Per King County iMAP, the
paved curb located in the southwestern portion of the bus yard has the lowest elevation,
which is approximately 140 feet above sea level. Therefore, groundwater in Bellevue Base
is estimated to be 5 feet below ground surface in some project areas. Since the wireless
access points are either mounted on existing light poles or buildings, and the anticipated
trenching or directional boring depth will not exceed 3 feet below ground, the chance of
encountering groundwater and waste materials entering ground or surface waters is
relatively low.

3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the
site? If so, describe.

No, the project would not alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and
drainage pattern impacts, if any:

A project-specific TESC describing erosion and sediment control guidelines along with temporary
and permanent erosion and sediment control measures will be developed. The TESC, in
conjunction with a project specific stormwater pollution plan (SWPPP) will describe measures to
reduce or control any groundwater, stormwater and drainage pattern impacts.

4. Plants [help]

a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site:
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X deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other: Pacific Willow, Pacific Madrone,
English Hawthorn

X _evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other: Redwood

X _shrubs

__X grass

____ pasture

_____croporgrain

_____ Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.

__X wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other: Reed Canary Grass, Willow

Thickets; Red Osier; Purple Loosestrife; Wild Mint; Seep Monkeyflower;
Pacific Water Parsley; Douglas Meadnweweet: European Cranberrybush
X_water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other: Slough Sedge;

other types of vegetation

b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?
Existing vegetation would be protected to the extent possible. Surface disturbance would involve
trenching and/or directional boring for conduits. Surface disturbance would take place within areas
dominated by weedy species such as blackberries (Rubus armeniacus), St. John’s wart (Hypericum
perforatum), perennial grasses, English ivy (Hedera helix), and bare ground along the boundaries.
Existing grade or elevation would be restored to match existing conditions.

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site.

No threatened or endangered plant species are documented within or near the site (Washington
State Department of Natural Resources 2020).

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance
vegetation on the site, if any:

When the construction is completed, the contractor will restore both the disturbed pervious and
impervious areas to preconstruction conditions.

Additional possible available measures may involve wetland buffer mitigation including removal of
invasive species such as Himalayan blackberry and English Ivy along the wetland buffer in the
project property. This removal would improve habitat in the wetland complex and riparian corridor.
Impacts on top of bank buffer or setback of the West Tributary could also be mitigated through
management of invasive species above the OHWM, which would improve riparian habitat.

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site.

According to the King County Noxious Weed List, 7 plant species observed onsite are considered
Class C noxious weeds. They are field bindweed (Convolvulus arvensis), English hawthorn
(Crataegus monogyna), English ivy (Hedera helix), Common St. Johnswort (Hypericum
perforatum), reed canary grass (Phalaris arundinacea), Himalayan blackberry (Rubus armeniacus),
and Nonnative Cattail (Typha sp.). In addition, purple loosestrife (Lythrum salicaria), a Class B
noxious weed, was observed during field investigations. Finally, three plant species observed onsite
are considered King County weeds of concern. They are English holly (llex aquifolium), creeping
buttercup (Ranunculus repens), and climbing nightshade (Solanum dulcamara).
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5. Animals [help]

a. List any birds and other animals which have been observed on or near the site or are
known to be on or near the site.

Examples include:

birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other: woodpecker, hummingbird,
American goldfinch, Red-winged blackbird, crow, Virginia rail
mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:

fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other:

b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site.

The Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) Priority Habitats and Species (PHS) map
documents resident coastal cutthroat (Oncorhynchus clarki) occurring within and migrating through
the site (Figure 5). WDFW SalmonScape also mapped Chinook (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha), coho
(Oncorhynchus kisutch), and steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss) gradient accessible habitat in the
West Tributary (Figure 6). Although the 2016 West Tributary Habitat Assessment also determined
the tributary to be appropriate fish habitat, it stated that there was no spawning habitat along the
project reach and that habitat quality suffered from a dense reed canary grass (Phalaris
arundinacea). The assessment recommended revegetation with a mix of native trees, shrubs, and
herbaceous species along with wood placement to improve habitat (Tetra Tech 2016). Finally,
Ecology’s Puget Sound Watershed Characterization Project (2019) notes the watershed basin is
important for local salmonid habitat but has poor quality wetland, floodplain, and terrestrial habitats
for other wildlife (Figure 7).

c. Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain.

The project site is located along the Pacific Flyway migration route for birds. Since no riparian
vegetation would be removed for this project, impacts on migrating birds are unlikely.

d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:

Construction activities have been sited to avoid work in or around jurisdictional waters to protect
existing resources.

e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site.

The Kelsey Creek Basin is infested with the New Zealand Mud Snail (Potamopyrgus antipodarum).
Although the species has yet to be detected in the onsite reach of Kelsey Creek, they have been
detected in areas of Kelsey Creek that flow into this tributary.

6. Energy and Natural Resources [help]

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet
the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating,
manufacturing, etc.

The project would require electricity to power the Wireless Access Points (WAPs) and other
equipment related to the NGW network.
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b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?
If so, generally describe.

The project would not affect any solar energy uses on adjacent properties.

c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal?
List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any:

This project is replacing the 4.9 GHz wireless network, which was installed in 2009, with a new 5
GHz WiFi network as part of the installation of the On-Board System/Communication Center
System (OBS/CCS). The new 5 GHz WiFi network would utilize WAPs, with each WAP consuming
about 12 watts. This level of energy consumption is less than what a typical LED flashlight would
consume. Therefore, there are no energy conservation features proposed at this time.

7. Environmental Health [help]

a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals,
risk of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this
proposal? If so, describe.

Ecology's Facility/Site index (Appendix B; Ecology 2020a) indicates that Bellevue Base has most
recently been documented for Hazardous Waste Management Activity—a facility that is required to
have a state or U.S. Environmental Protection Agency identification but does not generate any
hazardous waste. The last interaction when Bellevue Base was documented as a Hazardous Waste
Generator— an Interaction Name applied to any facility that produces any quantity of hazardous
waste, was dated December 31, 2016, with no interactions recorded for the past 4 years. The
Hazardous Waste Management Activity interaction description started on December 31, 2016 and is
still applicable today (Appendix B; Ecology 2020a). Bellevue Base also received a No Further
Action Determination from the Department of Ecology on January 2, 1998, stating that the release
of total petroleum hydrocarbons into the soil and groundwater no longer poses a threat to human
health or the environment (Appendix C; Ecology 2020b). Therefore, there is a low risk of
encountering any environmental health hazards during construction and operation of the proposed
project.

1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past
uses.

Common hazardous wastes related to Bellevue Base operations include fuel, used shop towels,
aerosol cans, batteries, solvents, and possibly used oil. The Ecology's Facility/Site index noted
underground storage tanks were used in Bellevue Base to contain regulated substances in 1984.
From April 29, 1987 to December 31, 2009, Ecology documented Bellevue Base as a Hazardous
Waste Generator, an Interaction Name applied to any facility that produces any quantity of
hazardous waste. From January 1, 1991 to May 1, 2001, Bellevue Base was documented by
Ecology as a Hazardous Waste Planner - a facility generating more than 2,640 pounds of
hazardous waste per year. In 1992, Bellevue Base started to report to Ecology for storing 10,000
pounds or more of a hazardous chemical, or 500 pounds or less of an extremely hazardous
chemical annually.

From June 25, 1997 to January 2, 1998, Ecology noted a historic leaking underground storage tank
with the site being cleaned up with Ecology’s oversight or review. On July 24, 1998, Bellevue Base
obtained a general permit to discharge contaminated stormwater into state waters. Since December
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31, 2005, Bellevue Base has had interactions with Ecology documented either as a Hazardous
Waste Management Activity or a Hazardous Waste Generator (Appendix B; Ecology 2020a). As
mentioned above, Bellevue Base also received a No Further Action Determination from the
Department of Ecology on January 2, 1998, stating that the release of total petroleum hydrocarbons
into the soil and groundwater no longer poses a threat to human health or the environment
(Appendix C; Ecology 2020b).

2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project
development and design. This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas
transmission pipelines located within the project area and in the vicinity.

Bellevue Base has existing Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) that store fuel and existing
distribution lines for fueling buses. Best Management Practices will be implemented to avoid
disturbing existing USTs and fuel distribution lines. Moreover, Ecology has issued a No Further
Action Determination to Bellevue Base. Therefore, the risk of existing hazardous
chemicals/conditions affecting the project is low.

3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or
produced during the project's development or construction, or at any time
during the operating life of the project.

The use and operation of construction equipment creates typical risks of exposure to gasoline, oll,
hydraulic fluids, and related materials by accident. Equipment would be refueled in a designated
area and appropriate containment measures would be implemented in accordance with King
County standard construction specifications.

Operations would not generate or require any use or storage of toxic or hazardous chemicals over
the life of the project.

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required.

No special emergency services would be required by the project. Construction would occur in a
highly urbanized area where emergency services are readily available and entrance to the project
site is easily accessed should these services be needed.

5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any:

The contractor would prepare a detailed Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures Plan, as
necessary, which would identify all contingencies in the event of an accidental spill of hazardous
materials. Equipment would be refueled in a designated area, with absorbent pads in place and spill
containment equipment present to reduce the potential for contaminants to reach the water should
any accidental spill or leakage occur. All heavy equipment would be inspected prior to operating
each day during construction.

b. Noise
1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example:
traffic, equipment, operation, other)?

Existing noise sources consist primarily of traffic and industrial activities near and at the
project site. None of these existing sources of noise would affect the project.
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2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project
on a short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation,
other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from the site.

Construction noise would be temporary and result from the use of vehicles and equipment. Project
construction noise would occur during the regularly permitted hours for construction within the city
limits of Bellevue outlined in the Bellevue City Code (BCC 9.18).

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:

Short-term increases in noise would be limited to the construction period. To minimize noise impacts
on the surrounding land uses, construction activities would be conducted during daytime hours as
outlined by Bellevue City Code (BCC 9.18).

8. Land and Shoreline Use [help]

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect
current land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? If so, describe.

The project site is the Bellevue Base Facility for King County Metro Transit Department.

The surrounding parcels are a mixture of commercial, business, and industrial uses with residential
properties farther to the north and west.
The project would not affect current land uses on nearby or adjacent properties.

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so,
describe. How much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance
will be converted to other uses as a result of the proposal, if any? If resource lands
have not been designated, how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be
converted to nonfarm or nonforest use?

The project site has not been used as working farmlands or working forest lands. The project site is
located in an industrialized area of Bellevue that is highly built out.

1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land
normal business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application of
pesticides, tilling, and harvesting? If so, how:

There are no working farms or forest lands in the area.

c. Describe any structures on the site.
The project site has three buildings onsite. The larger building of the three contains office space and
bus bays for the maintenance of a fleet of transit buses. The other two smaller buildings are the

Wash Building and the Fuel Building, and they are used for cleaning and fueling the buses,
respectively.

d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?

No structures would be demolished as a result of the project.
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e. What is the current zoning classification of the site?

The project site is currently zoned as BR-R (Bel-Red Residential).
f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?
The current comprehensive plan designation of the site is BelRed-Residential.
g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?
No part of the site is within any designated shorelines.

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? If so,
specify.
Yes. The West Tributary and the associated wetlands are designated critical areas and run along
the southern and southwestern property boundaries of Bellevue Base. Steep slopes are also

present outside or along the northern, southern, and southwestern property boundaries of Bellevue
Base.

i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?

The project would not result in an increase in staff.

j- Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?
The project would result in no displacement impacts; no measures are proposed.
k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:

The project would result in no displacement impacts; no measures are proposed.

L. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected
land uses and plans, if any:

The project would not change any land uses; no measures are proposed.

m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of
long-term commercial significance, if any:

There are no nearby agricultural or forest lands of long-term commercial significance near the
project site; no measures are proposed.

9. Housing [help]

a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing.

No housing units would be provided.
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b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing.

No housing units would be eliminated.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:

The project would not result in housing impacts; no measures are proposed.

10. Aesthetics [help]
a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is
the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?
The WAPs will be attached to light poles and buildings in Bellevue Base, and the WAPs will not

increase the height of the light poles and buildings. The principal exterior building material (i.e. the
WAPs) would be metal.

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?

No views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:
The project would not alter the aesthetics of the current site use. WAPs and exterior conduits

outside the Operations and Maintenance Building would be painted to match the color of the
building.

11. Light and Glare [help]

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it mainly
occur?

The project would install 12 WAPs on light poles and buildings throughout Bellevue Base. The
WAPs would not produce any light or glare and would blend in with existing structures.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with
views?

No, light or glare from the finished project would not be a safety hazard or interfere with views.
c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?
No existing offsite sources of light or glare would affect the project.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:

The project would not produce any light or glare; no measures to reduce or control light and glare
impacts are proposed.
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12. Recreation [help]
a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity?

There are limited recreational opportunities in the immediate vicinity of the project site. King
County’s Eastrail multi-use trail is located approximately 1,418 feet west of the project site. Eastrail
provides opportunities for nonmotorized recreation and transportation.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe.
No, the proposed project would not displace any existing recreational uses.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any:

There are no recreational opportunities provided by the project. The project would have no impact
on recreation; no measures are proposed.

13. Historic and cultural preservation [help]

a. Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over 45
years old listed in or eligible for listing in national, state, or local preservation
registers? If so, specifically describe.

There are no recorded, reported, or suspected cultural resources in the project vicinity.

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of Indian or historic use or
occupation? This may include human burials or old cemeteries. Are there any material
evidence, artifacts, or areas of cultural importance on or near the site? Please list any
professional studies conducted at the site to identify such resources.

Per Cultural Resources Screening for Bellevue Base TDC Network and Routers (1124429), KING
7308 is the ethnographic placename Te3u for Northrup Creek. Waterman (1922:191) provides no
translation for this name. 45-KI-854 is the Midlakes Pioneer Cemetery. The cemetery included
numerous Japanese families. It was reportedly moved in 1970, although not all of the graves have
been confirmed. There are no other recorded, reported or suspected cultural resources within %2 mile
of the project. (Appendix F)

c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic
resources on or near the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and
the department of archeology and historic preservation, archaeological surveys,
historic maps, GIS data, etc.

The cultural resources screening was conducted by King County Archaeologist Tom Minichillo on
January 6, 2021, using the Department of Archeological and Historic Preservation WISAARD
database and the King County Cultural Resource Protection Project database. Mr. Minichillo’s
screening report concluded that the general setting of the project on an existing graded and paved
roadway and within existing buildings with no recorded, reported, or suspected sites in the vicinity
suggests a low likelihood for buried intact prehistoric archaeological deposits. The project site is not
within a historic district. As a result, no further cultural resources review was needed.
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d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and
disturbance to resources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may
be required.

No measures are proposed because no known resources would be affected. In accordance with
state law, if any suspected human remains or archaeological deposits are encountered during
construction, then all activities will cease in that area while county policies are complied with.

14. Transportation [help]

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and
describe proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.

124th Avenue NE is the primary arterial that provides bus access to the facility. Non-bus vehicles
access to the facility via 127" Avenue NE. 127" Avenue NE will also provide temporary bus access
for a few months in 2021.

b. Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? If so,
generally describe. If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop?

The alignment of Route 226 is 0.5 mile south of the project site. No Metro routes serve the project
site.

c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project
proposal have? How many would the project or proposal eliminate?

No additional parking spaces would be constructed as a result of the completed project. No parking
spaces would be eliminated as a result of the completed project.

d. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets,
pedestrian, bicycle or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so,
generally describe (indicate whether public or private).

No, the project would not require any new or improved roads, streets, pedestrian, bicycle, or state

transportation facilities.

e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air
transportation? If so, generally describe.

No, the project would not use water, rail, or air transportation.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or
proposal? If known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of
the volume would be trucks (such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What
data or transportation models were used to make these estimates?

The project would not affect the number of vehicular trips following construction.

g. Will the proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural
and forest products on roads or streets in the area? If so, generally describe.
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No, the project would not interfere with, affect, or be affected by the movement of agricultural and
forest products on roads or streets in the area because this is an urban area.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

Primary impacts on transportation would consist of machinery, equipment, and vehicles coming and
going from the construction site onto 124th Avenue NE. Peak construction is expected to require
twenty (20) vehicular trips per day. Since the project is entirely contained within the Bellevue Base,
impacts on traffic are expected to be minimal and a project traffic control plan is unlikely to be
needed or required.

15. Public Services [help]

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire
protection, police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? If so,
generally describe.

No, the project would not result in an increased need for public services.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

No measures are needed to reduce or control direct impacts on public services. The project would
not affect the need for public services in the region.

16. Utilities [help]

a. Cir ite-
electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sa@, septic system,

c. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the
service, and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity
which might be needed.

The area electrical utility is Puget Sound Energy (PSE). PSE already has a meter to monitor energy
consumption for Bellevue Base and the proposed project’s energy consumption would not require a
service modification with PSE. The replacement and installation of conduit for the WAPs and
connection to the existing PSE system would be needed. No further discussions with PSE would be
required for this project.

C. Signature [HELP]

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. | understand that the
lead agency is relying on them to make its decision.

Signature: L awrance C)Zwtf

Name of signee _Lawrence Chung
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Position and Agency/Organization Transit Environmental Planner, King County Metro Transit
Date Submitted: _05/20/2021

Appendices

Appendix A Construction Set

Appendix B Washington State Department of Ecology Facility/Site Index

Appendix C  Washington State Department of Ecology No Further Action Determination

Appendix D  Critical Area Evaluation and Geotechnical Recommendations

Appendix E West Tributary Habitat Assessment

Appendix F Cultural Resources Screening for Bellevue Base TDC Network and Routers (1124429)
References

City of Bellevue. 2015. City of Bellevue Shoreline Master Program. Available:
https://bellevuewa.gov/sites/default/files/media/pdf_document/SMP_AttachC_Jurisdiction_Maps
.pdf. Accessed: January 4, 2021.

City of Bellevue. 2017. Kelsey Creek Basin. Available:
https://bellevuewa.gov/sites/default/files/media/pdf_document/BasinFactSheet KELSEY%20CR
EEK.pdf. Accessed: December 31, 2020.

City of Bellevue. 2019. Comprehensive Land Use Plan. Available:
http://apps.bellevuewa.gov/gisdownload/PDF/Planning/complan2str_b_11x17.pdf. Accessed:
January 4, 2021.

City of Bellevue. 2020. Aquatic Invasive Species. Available:
https://www.arcgis.com/home/webmap/viewer.html?webmap=6dc930695d1342fba0588d4ea11
e1531&extent=-122.471,47.4547,-121.8365,47.7801. Accessed: January 19, 2021.

City of Bellevue. 2020. Bellevue Map Viewer. Available:
https://cobgis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=e1748172d4f34f1eb3710032
a351cd57. Accessed: January 4, 2021.

Degnan, J. Transit Engineer. King County Metro Transit, Seattle, WA. January 19, 2021—Report
comment to Lawrence Chung, Environmental Planner, King County Metro Transit, Seattle, WA.

Federal Emergency Management Agency. 1995. Flood Insurance Rate Map for King County
Washington Incorporated Areas, Panel 368 of 1725. Map Number 53033C0368F. Effective May
16, 1995.

King County. 2018. Stream Report, Kelsey Creek — 0444. Available: https://green2.kingcounty.gov/
streamsdata/watershedinfo.aspx?Locator=0444. Accessed: April 13, 2020.

King County. 2019. Farmland Preservation Program. Available:
https://www.kingcounty.gov/depts/dnrp/wlir/sections-programs/rural-regional-services-
section/agriculture-program/farmland-preservation-program.aspx. Accessed: December 30,

2020.

SEPA Environmental Checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016

D.Folsom 7/21/21 Page 20 of 29



https://cobgis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=e1748172d4f34f1eb3710032a351cd57
https://cobgis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=e1748172d4f34f1eb3710032a351cd57
dfolsom
Text Box
D.Folsom 7/21/21


King County. 2020. iMap Home. Available: https://gismaps.kingcounty.gov/iMap/. Accessed:
January 4, 2021.

King County. 2020. Noxious Weed List. Available:
https://www.kingcounty.gov/services/environment/animals-and-plants/noxious-
weeds/laws/list.aspx. Accessed: January 3, 2021.

Pacific Flyway Center. 2021. North American Migratory Bird Flyways. Available:
https://pacificflywaycenter.org/. Accessed: January 4, 2021.

Tetra Tech. 2016. West Tributary Habitat Assessment. Final Report. September. Prepared for City
of Bellevue.

The Riley Group. 2020. Critical Area Evaluation and Geotechnical Recommendations Yard Lighting
Replacement for King County Metro Bellevue Base. Prepared for King County Metro.

Ukrainczyk, L. Engineer Ill. King County Metro, Seattle, WA. December 22, 2020—Comment to
Lawrence Chung, Environmental Planner Il, King County Metro, Seattle, WA.

U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service. 2020. Web Soil
Survey. Available: https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx. Accessed:
January 5, 2021.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). 2019. National Wetland Inventory Mapper V2. October 8,
2019. Available: https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.html. Accessed: October 4, 2020.

Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). 2020a. Priority Habitats and Species: Maps.
PHS on the Web. Available: http://apps.wdfw.wa.gov/phsontheweb/. Accessed: October 4,
2020.

Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). 2020b. SalmonScape. Available:
https://apps.wdfw.wa.gov/salmonscape/. Accessed: October 6, 2020.

Washington State Department of Natural Resources (DNR). 2020. Washington Natural Heritage
Program Element Occurrences — Current. Available: https://data-wadnr.opendata.arcgis.com
/datasets/washington-natural-heritage-program-element-occurrences-current?geometry=-
122.199%2C47.625%2C-122.158%2C47.630. Accessed: October 6, 2020.

Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology). 2019. Puget Sound Watershed
Characterization Project. Available: https://ecology.wa.gov/Water-Shorelines/Puget-
Sound/Watershed-characterization-project. Accessed: January 4, 2021.

Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology). 2020a. Facility/Site database. Available:
https://apps.ecology.wa.gov/neighborhood/. Accessed January 4, 2021.

Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology). 2020b. No Further Action Determination.
Available: https://apps.ecology.wa.gov/gsp/CleanupSiteDocuments.aspx?csid=6026. Accessed
January 4, 2021.

SEPA Environmental Checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016 Page 21 of 29

D.Folsom 7/21/21



dfolsom
Text Box
D.Folsom 7/21/21


3,000 6,000
e FE €T

A

yme 1, M| Had lay,

Figure 1

Bellevue Base Project Vicinity

SEPA Environmental Checklist (WAC 197-11-960)

July 2016

Page 22 of 29



3 Bellevue Base Project Site
Critical Area
Contour (5ft)
Stream

0 50 100
—— Feet

Figure 2

Bellevue Base Project Site and Adjacent Critical Areas
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